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Demographers’ Analysis of the Plan B!
Lapkoff & Gobalet Demographic Research, Inc. 11/3/2021

Plan B uses a subset of the pieces that were moved to create Plan 1.1. The map on the following page
shows the Plan B; the current Supervisorial Districts are color-shaded and the black line indicates the Plan B.

Pieces changed (from the current plan to the PlanB ):

e Piece 2 from D2 to D1
e Piece 3 from D2 to D1
e Piece 11 from D1 to D4
e Piece 12 from D1 to D4
e Piece 14 from D1 to D3

Key advantages of this plan:

1. Low plan deviation at 4.1 percent;
2. Minimal change from the current plan — fewer movements of territory than Draft Map 1.

Possible disadvantages of this plan:

1. Some neighborhoods are divided that are intact in Plan 1.1, specifically in southwest Salinas (Pieces 7
and 8) and in south-central Salinas (Pieces 10, 11). These neighborhoods are divided in the current supervisorial
boundaries, so this plan does not worsen the current situation. However, the neighborhoods are not as intact as
in Plan 1.1.

1 This plan was submitted by Jane Parker who resides in Supervisorial District 4.
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Plan B - Salinas Detail
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Monterey County Board of Supervisors
Plan B - Pieces in Salinas
(Pieces are numbered on map)
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MCBOS Plan B MCBOS Plan B

Non-Hispanic Non-Hispanic
Total Latino/ Total Latino/
District Population Hispanic White Black Asian Other Total District Population Hispanic White Black Asian Other
Total Population Percentages Registered Voters
1 89,425 86% 7% 1% 5% 2% 100% 1 30,784 74% n/a n/a 5% n/a
2 87,352 72% 19% 1% 5% 3% 100% 2 41,640 54% n/a n/a 5% n/a
3 85,967 87% 9% 1% 2% 2% 100% 3 31,485 73% n/a n/a 3% n/a
4 86,066 44% 33% 5% 13% 5% 100% 4 45,616 29% n/a n/a 8% n/a
5 85,850 14% 71% 2% 9% 4% 100% 5 59,305 8% n/a n/a 4% n/a
Total 434,660 61% 27% 2% 7% 3% 100% Total 208,830 41% n/a n/a 5% n/a
Age 18+ (Voting Age) Population Percentages Actual Voters
1 62,090 83% 9% 1% 6% 2% 100% 1 20,889 71% n/a n/a 5% n/a
2 63,886 67% 23% 1% 6% 3% 100% 2 31,710 51% n/a n/a 5% n/a
3 58,743 84% 11% 1% 3% 2% 100% 3 22,251 69% n/a n/a 3% n/a
4 65,838 39% 36% 6% 14% 5% 100% 4 36,957 27% n/a n/a 8% n/a
5 72,845 12% 74% 2% 8% 4% 100% 5 52,534 8% n/a n/a 4% n/a
Total 323,402 55% 32% 2% 7% 3% 100% Total 164,341 37% n/a n/a 5% n/a
Citizens of Voting Age (CVAP) Percentages District Total Pop Deviation % Deviation
1 31,111 67% 17% 3% 8% 5% 100% 1 89,425 2,493 2.9%
2 46,279 50% 35% 2% 7% 6% 100% 2 87,352 420 0.5%
3 32,250 67% 24% 1% 2% 6% 100% 3 85,967 -965 -1.1%
4 55,585 28% 45% 7% 13% 7% 100% 4 86,066 -866 -1.0%
5 67,953 9% 78% 2% 6% 5% 100% 5 85,850 -1,082 -1.2%
Total 233,178 37% 46% 3% 8% 6% 100% Total 434,660

Ideal 86,932 3,575 4.1%



MCBOS Plan B

Percent Hispanic/Latino

Voting Age Citizens of Voting
District Total Population  Population (VAP) Age (CVAP) Registered Voters  Actual Voters

1 86% 83% 67% 74% 71%
2 72% 67% 50% 54% 51%
3 87% 84% 67% 73% 69%
4 44% 39% 28% 29% 27%
5 14% 12% 9% 8% 8%
Total 61% 55% 37% 41% 37%



Hispanic CVAP

Comparison Table

Actual Voters with Spanish Surnames

Plan Deviation

District Current Plan1l Plan1.1  PlanA Plan B Current Planl Plan1.1  PlanA Plan B Current  Planl Plan1.1  PlanA Plan B
1 68% 65% 65% 67% 67% 72% 69% 69% 71% 71% -1% 0% 0% 1% 3%
2 50% 50% 50% 50% 50% 51% 51% 51% 51% 51% 6% -3% -3% 0% 0%
3 67% 67% 67% 67% 67% 69% 70% 70% 69% 69% -2% 2% 2% -1% -1%
4 28% 29% 29% 29% 28% 27% 28% 27% 28% 27% -2% 0% 2% 2% -1%
5 9% 9% 9% 9% 9% 8% 8% 8% 8% 8% -1% 1% -1% -1% -1%
Total 37% 37% 37% 37% 37% 37% 37% 37% 37% 37% 7.9% 5.4% 5.4% 3.1% 4.1%






